• Because of the long times required for all disposition options, fissile terial storage arrangements lasting well over a decade will be an essential of any disposition policy (see Chapter 5). These storage arrangements shouL designed to meet the same stringent standards of security and accountab applied to stored weapons, and they should include international monitor Because of the uncertainties surrounding all disposition options, these in mediate storage approaches must be designed to be capable of extension many decades if necessary. The appropriate arrangements for intermed storage are to a large extent decoupled from long-term disposition decis: and are currently more urgent.
•  Storage should not be extended indefinitely. Because of the liabilitie indefinite storage of excess weapons material for the nonproliferation and a reduction regimes, the risk of breakout involved in such storage, and the r of theft in the event of a breakdown in government authority, there are : stantial reasons to pursue other disposition approaches that provide addith barriers against use of this material in weapons. Indeed, one of the key crit by which disposition options should be judged is the speed with which they be accomplished, and thus the degree to which they curtail the risks of ; longed storage.
• Disposition options other than extended storage should be pursued on they reduce overall security risks compared to leaving the material in stor when both the final form of the material and the risks of the various proce needed to get to that state are considered. In the current unsettled circumsta) in Russia, this minimum criterion is not trivial.
• To the extent practicable, safeguards and security measures should m tain the "stored weapons standard" of accounting and security throughout disposition process. The process must take place under agreed monitoring security that form part of the overall regime for management of fissile matei described in previous chapters.
•  An appropriate standard for the final product of disposition optior that they transform the weapons plutonium into a physical form that is at 1 as inaccessible for weapons use as the much larger and growing stock of pi nium that exists in spent fuel from commercial nuclear reactors. (This exis problem will itself change over time as the radioactivity decays, repositorie monitored retrievable storage sites become available, and approaches to s guards and security and nuclear fuel cycles evolve.) Incurring substantial a tional costs, complexities, risks, or delays in order to go further and elimi the excess weapons plutonium completely or nearly so would not be justirheads and Fissile Materials in Ukraine and Russia," Union of Concerned Scientists, September 22, 1993. the committee believes the United States should begin to discuss it with Russia. It should be remembered, however, that even after such consolidation, a number of facilities would remain at which working stocks of fissile materials would have to be accounted for and secured.e that deposited the plutonium could withdraw it at will for peaceful purposes, or whether the storage organization would have authority to approve or disapprove withdrawals—were among thea possible "international management regime" for
